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Art Unit: 2628 



DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Acknowledgment is made of the amendment filed by the applicant 
5/21/2007. 

■ No amendments were made to the claims 



2. Claims 1-49 are currently pending in U.S. Application Serial No. 
10/728058 and an Office Action on the merits follows. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering 
patentability of the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that 
the subject matter of the various claims was commonly owned at the time any 
inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor 
and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a 
later invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 
35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a). 
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5. Claims 1,3-13 and 15-49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the Background section of Lee et al. (PGPUB Document 
No. US 2004/0131261) in view of Wilkins (PGPUB Document No. US 
2004/0027593). 

6. Note with respect to claim 1 . 
Lee et al. teaches: 

A method of transitioning between two high resolution images in a 
slideshow, said method comprising: 

■ Displaying a first image as part of said slideshow 

■ Continuing said slideshow by fading out said display of first image to 
reveal a display of a second image 

[Lee et al. teaches a slideshow and transition effects] 
[Lee etaL 0010] 

7. However Lee et al. does not expressly teach: 

■ Replacing said display of said first image with a display of a lower 
resolution copy of said first image 

■ Continuing said slideshow by fading out said display of said lower 
resolution copy of said first image to reveal a display of a second 
image 
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8. Wilkins teaches: 

■ The result of applying imaging operations to a lower resolution image 
is visually close to the result of applying the imaging operation to a 
higher resolution image 

[Wiikins 0057-0058] 

■ The imaging operations comprise of a rotation operation 

[Wilkins 0057-0058] 

9. Lee et al. teaches: 

■ Slideshow effects comprising rotating and fading 

[Lee et al., 0010] 

10. It is well known in the art to combine more than one effect to a transition of 
a slideshow such as rotating and fading an image. 

1 1 . Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one 
of an ordinary skill in the art to combine the rotating and fading transition effect of 
Lee et al., because this enables added customization to the visuals of the 
slideshow. 

12. Further, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of 
an ordinary skill in the art to apply the applying imaging operations (image 
rotation) to a lower resolution image teachings of Wilkins to the rotating and 
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fading transitioning slideshow of Lee et al., because this allows significant 
performance improvement. (Wilkins, Abstract) 



13. Note with respect to claim 3 , 

The combined teachings of Lee et al. and Wilkins teaches: 
The method of claim 1 , further comprising: 

■ Pointing a video overlay at said first image to display said first image 
prior to said replacing of said first image 

[The processing unit 1 10 of Lee et al. is clearly capable of directing at an address in 

memory 120 to display an image. Therefore, the processing unit 110 is the equivalent 
to the video overlay, as recited by the applicant. The start of the slideshow, 

inherently displays the first image prior to carrying out any transition effects] 
[Lee et al., 0031] 

14. Note with respect to claims 4 and 9 , 

The combined teachings of Lee et al. and Wilkins teaches: 
The method of claim 1 further comprising: 

■ Storing said first and second image in a first and second video buffer 
respectively 

[The memory 110 of Lee et al. clearly comprise of a plurality of addresses, within 
which the first and second images can respectively be stored. The different 
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addresses storing the first and second images is the equivalent to the first and 
second video buffer respectively, as recited by the applicant] 



15. Note with respect to claim 5 , 

The combined teachings of Lee et al. and Wilkins teaches: 
The method of claim 3, further comprising: 

■ Making said lower resolution copy of said first image and storing said 
lower resolution copy of said first image in a graphic buffer 

[As discussed above Wilkins teaches applying imaging operation to a lower 
resolution image. Displaying the lower resolution image for a slideshow inherently 
stores the image in the memory of Lee ei al.] 



16. Note with respect to claim 6 , 

The combined teachings of Lee et al. and Wilkins teaches: 
■ Pointing a graphic overlay at said lower resolution copy of said first 
image and enabling said graphic overlay 

[As discussed above, the combined teachings of Lee et al. and Wilkins teaches first 

displaying the high resolution (original image resolution) and then transitioning the 
first image to a second image by applying a transition effect to a lower resolution 
copy of the first image. Displaying the lower resolution copy of the first image at the 
beginning of the transition inherently requires the processing unit 110 of Lee et al. to 
point at the address within the memory 120 that stores the lower resolution copy. 
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Therefore, the processing unit 110 is the equivalent to the video overlay pointing at 
the address within the memory 110 to display the graphic overlay (lower resolution 

copy of first image), as recited by the applicant] 

17. Note with respect to claim 7 , 

The combined teachings of Lee et al. and Wilkins does not expressly 
teach: 

The method of claim 6, further comprising: 

■ Completely covering a display of said first image with said graphic 
overlay of said lower resolution copy of said first image 

18. However, it is well known in the art to apply a transition effect the entire 
image on which the effect is being applied. This enables a more visually pleasing 
and smooth transition effect to the user viewing the slideshow. 

19. Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one 
of an ordinary skill in the art to completely cover said first image with said graphic 
overlay of said lower resolution copy of first image, because not being able to 
completely cover the higher resolution image will be less visually pleasing and 
smooth during the transition. 
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20. Note with respect to claim 8 , 

The combined teachings of Lee et al. and Wilkins teaches: 
The method of claim 6, further comprising: 

■ Pointing said video overlay at said second image before fading out 
said lower resolution copy of said first image to reveal said second 
image 

[As discussed above, it is inherent that the processing unit 1 10 of Lee et al. controls 

the displaying of images in a slideshow. Therefore, the processing unit 110 (video 
overlay) is responsible for displaying the second image as part of the transition 

effect) 



21. Note with respect to claims 10 and 12 , 

The combined teachings of Lee et al. and Wilkins teaches: 

The method of claim 1 , 

■ Wherein said first image is a still image 

[Lee et al. teaches still images] 
[Lee et al., 0010] 



22. 



Note with respect to claims 1 1 and 13 , 

The combined teachings of Lee et al. and Wilkins teaches: 

The method of claim 1, 
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■ Wherein said first image is a frame of a video clip 

[Lee et aL 0013] 

23. Note with respect to claim 15 , claim 15 is similar in scope to the claims 4, 
5, 9 and 1 , thus the rejections to claims 4, 5, 9 and 1 hereinabove are also 
applicable to claim 15. 

24. Note with respect to claims 24, 33, 44 and 49 , claims 24, 33, 44 and 49 
are similar in scope to the claim 1, thus the rejections to claim 1 hereinabove are 
also applicable to claim 24, 33, 44 and 49. 

25. Note with respect to claims 34-39 and 45-48 , it is well known in the art to 
apply said device for reading said data storage medium to the different devices 
as recited by applicant. 

26. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of an ordinary skill in the art 
to utilize the different devices recited by applicant, because they are merely 
different devices capable of carrying out the same function. 
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27. Note with respect to claims 16. 25 and 40 , claims 16, 25 and 40 are 
similar in scope to the claim 3, thus the rejections- to claim 3 hereinabove are also 
applicable to claim 16, 25 and 40. 



28. Note with respect to claims 17, 26 and 41 , claims 17, 26 and 41 are 
similar in scope to the claim 5, thus the rejections to claim 5 hereinabove are also 
applicable to claim 17, 26 and 41. 

29. Note with respect to claims 18, 27 and 42 , claims 18, 27 and 42 are 
similar in scope to the claims 6 and 7, thus the rejections to claims 6 and 7 
hereinabove are also applicable to claim 18, 27 and 42. 

30. Note with respect to claims 19, 28 and 43 , claims 19, 28 and 43 are 
similar in scope to the claim 8, thus the rejections to claim 8 hereinabove are also 
applicable to claim 19, 28 and 43. 

31 . Note with respect to claims 20, 22, 29 and 31 , claims 20, 22, 29 and 31 
are similar in scope to the claims 10 and 12, thus the rejections to claims 10 and 
12 hereinabove are also applicable to claims 20, 22, 29 and 31. 
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32. Note with respect to claims 21 . 23. 30 and 32 . claims 21 , 23, 30 and 32 
are similar in scope to the claims 1 1 and 1 3, thus the rejections to claims 1 1 and 
13 hereinabove are also applicable to claim 21, 23, 30 and 32. 
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33. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lee etal. in view of Wilkins as applied to claims 1, 3-13 and 15-49 above, 
and further in view of Collins etal. (U.S. Patent No. 7113183). 

34. Note with respect to claim 2 , 

The combined teachings of Lee et al. and Wilkins does not expressly 
teach: 

The method of claim 1, further comprising: 

■ Disabling a graphic overlay and displaying said first image prior to 
replacing said first image 

35. Collins et al. teaches: 

The method of claim 1 , further comprising: 

■ Disabling a graphic overlay and displaying said first image prior to 
replacing said first image 

[Clearing the frame buffer before rendering a frame image, as taught by Collins et aL, 
is the equivalent to disabling a graphic overlay and displaying said first image] 
(col. 5 } tine 27-33) 

36. Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one 
of an ordinary skill in the art to apply the method of disabling a graphic overlay 
and displaying said first image to the combined slideshow teachings of Lee et al. 
and Wilkins, because this allow the prevention of displaying unwanted images. 
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37. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Lee etal. in view of Wilkins as applied to claims 1, 3-13 and 15-49 
above, and further in view of Slobodin et al. (PGPUB Document No. US 
2003/0072429) 

38. Note with respect to claim 14 , 

The combined teachings of Lee et al. and Wilkins does not expressly 
teach: 

The method of claim 1, further comprising: 

■ Centering and resizing said first and second image to fit respective . 
buffers prior to said replacing said first image 

39. However, Slobodin et al. teaches: 

The combined teachings of Lee et al. and Wilkins does not expressly 
teach: 

The method of claim 1 , further comprising: 

■ Centering and resizing said first and second image to fit respective 
buffers prior to said replacing said first image 

[Slobodin et al. teaches a subsystem adapted to receive image data and to resize the 
image data to fit the pixel resolution before display of the image via the local display 
device] 

(Slobodin et al., claim 20) 
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Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of an 
ordinary skill in the art to apply the image adjusting to fit the display teachings of 
Slobodin et al. to the combined slideshow teachings of Lee et al. and Wilkins, 
because this allows the images of the slideshow to be seamlessly shown to the 
user. 
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Response to Arguments 

40. Applicant's arguments filed 5/21/2007, with respect to the rejection(s) of 
claim(s) 1 under 35 USC 102(b) have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Lee et al. in view of 
Wilkins. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to David H. Chu whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-8079. The examiner can normally be reached on M-TH 9:00am - 
7:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Mark k. Zimmerman can be reached on (571) 272-7653. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 



is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



DHC 




MARK ZIMMERMAN 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



